Remarks 

Claims 1-49 are pending in the present application. Claims 1-49 are currently 
rejected. Additionally, new Claims 50-55 have been added. 

J-J QhiecliomDmiQ 

The Examiner has objected to Claims 1-4, 13, 15, 17, 25, 34-40, and 42 ixyx 
various informalities. In response, these Claims have been amended to correct tliese 
deficiencies. 

2-) Ohiection ofClmm 16 Under CFR § /. 75fej; 

The Examiner has objected to Claim 16 as being of improper dependent form. In 
response, Claim 16 has been canceled. 

3.) Obiectkm ofCkmns 2 J. 12 and !3 Under 35 (J SC ^ J 12: 

The Examiner has objected to Claims 2, 3, 12 and 13 as being indefinite. In 
response, these Claims have been amended to correct these deficiencies. 

Rejection (} f Clams 1-17, 24-26, 41-42, cvul 49 for Dcmble Pcilenting: 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-17, 24-26, 41-42, and 49 or? the grounds on. 
non-statutoty doubie patenting over Claims 1-9 of US Patent No. 6,585,589. Jn response, 
a terminal disclaimer is submitted, 

5.) Qh^ectim<>j[CkmLl^^ 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-49 under 35 U.S.C, § 103 for obviousness 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,685,563 (Meekins) in view of what is knoxvn to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. Specifically, the Examiner states that Meekins discloses a means for 
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detectmj^. recemng, anaKving and tiansiatmg event signais, a loUer) entTv means a 
central lotterv system; and a central computer system. The Examiner acknowledges that 
\kcl U1S docs not disclose outputting v n ^ v^m-- i i m -»m k < j lull oi an 

event HoAcx C! the H\aminer states that since \loekn!> dt.'.i i<.>t.es i-cmsunth nionitcuHig 
tof an e\t.nt ioi activating the kntetv g<ime a ptOMdmg a lotien tttket u uouid hd\t. 
been knowi it the art to generate a command from a controiier to generate a lotteiy ticket 
dispensing command. 

A petition to correct priority date of the present invention was submitted to The 
Office of Petitions on March 2, 2007. This petition was granted and a corrected filing 
receipt was issued April 27, 2007. The present application now claims priority as a 
continuation-in-part application from Ser. No. 09/639,441 filed cm August 15, 2000, now 
U.S. Pat. No, 6,840,860 (tiie '860 patent), which is a continuation-in-part application of 
Ser. No. 08/994,075 m&i on Dec. 19, 1997, now U S. Pat. No. 6,146,276 (the '276 
patent), vvhichis a cofviinuation-jn-pari of applicalion Ser. No. 0S/795,.l 52 filed Feb. 7, 
1997, now O.S. Pat. No. 5,908,334 (the '354 patent). 

In comparison, Meekins was filed on M:ar. 2, 2000, with a priority claim to 
Provisional Application 60/122,914 that was filed on Mar. 5, 1999. Of the priority 
claims, the grandparent '276 Patent that was filed on Dec. 19, 1997 predates Meekins, 

The '276 patent discloses a gaming device with attached peripheral devices such as a 
lotteiy gaming device. The claims of the present invention are supported by at least the 
grajidparent '276 patent. 

The Claims of present application draws support for many of the recited terms 
used as disclosed in tlte specification of the *276 patent. For example, some specific 
instances of various terms recited in the Claims that draw support from tihe '276 patent 

include; 

Support for use of this term is found in Col 1, Ln. 29-31 of '276 which 
states: "Siot machines ajtid video poker machines continue to be the most widely 
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used types of gamifig devices foimd in the gaming industry." Additional support 
is found in Col. 5, Ln. 18-20 which states; "The present invention provides a 

programmabie electronk acti vity detector and command generator for electronic 
de i-vce.v, parti cul arl y a casino gaming de vice ..." 

Support for the use of this term is found in Col . 9, Ln. 50-59 of '276 
which states: "Connected to the event detection sampling chip 12 in information 
transmission connection therewith is a programmable event occurrence 
informalion signa! computing device .56 which will be referred to herein as the 
main CPU (central processing unit). The main CPU 56 is programmed to scan the 
registers within the event detection sampling chip 12 and remove, identify and 
compare the event occurrence notification signal found within tite register of the 
event detection sampling chip .1 2 to a table of numbers preloaded or 'hardcoded' 
into the registers of the main CPU 56 itself." 

iiu) Siippc/ri for ihe terms l-Avnfs \ "Detection " and "Mg/uiorJ/i^''i 
Support for the use of these terms is found in Col 9, Ln. 35-49 0^276 
which states: "As the event detection sampling chip 1 2 is constantly monitoring 
the data output lines 46, 48, 50, 52, and 54, any event occurrence notification 
signal output by the slot machine board TOO will be detected. The signals output 
by the slot machine board iOO are transferred by the event detection sampling 
chip 1 2 to determine which specific e\mrt has occurred in the slot machine. This 
translated information is then stored in the data storage registers within the event 
detection sampUng chip 12. The precise location and number of registers within 
the event detection sampling chip 12 will be dependent upon the type of chip used 
in the prograinmable sound card 10 but it is expected that the event detection 
sampling chip 12 will be capable of storing upwards of 100 separate evettt 
occurrence notification signals Additional support is found in Col, 14, Ln. 39-41 
which states: "For example, common machine evettts may include coin in, handle 
pull, jackpot or any other payoff combination or the like," 
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Support for the use of these temis is found in Col. 15, Ln. 18-22 of 276 
which states: "When the MCU (main computing unil) 240 detects that an [sic] 
designated event has occurred in the slot machine by a match of a selected event 
occurrence information signal and an event heid within the table, the MCU 240 
gemraies a commaml signal which is setif to cotmected oittput devices,"^ 

Support for the use of this term is found in Col. 16, Ln, 22-30 of '276 
which states' ''One other possible use of the present invention is as a tie-in with 
state-run htteries in which the network capabiiities of the present invention 
would be used to provide a wide-area "PowerbaU" type jackpot payoff on one 
particular combination being achieved. The specific nature of this impiementation 
will be made apparent in future documentation, but this and other such examples 
serve to illustrate the virtually limitless possibilities for use of the present 
invention." 

It should be clearly understood that the preceding examples are not inclusive of 
all examples of support for the terms used in the present Claims that may be found in the 
*276 or '354 patents. These are only examples of support for some prominent terms that 
are repeated throughout the pending Claims, As such, other terms used in the pending 
claims may be supported by the '276 or '354 patents. 

In summaiy, the present application claims priority froni the grandparent '276 
patent that was filed on Dec. 1 9, 1 997, This date predates Meekins" filing date of 
March 2, 2000 and N4eekins earliest priority date of Mar. 5, 1999. Consequently, 
Meekins is not a valid reference to be considered against the Claims of the present 
application and the rejection fails for at least these reasons. 
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b } Rctpic^f jo! Af^hkmf /rom Kxamifier Ri'^anhn^ ! firh'fv J '/in < oninnouh 

In Tht; Offiee \cTum, the } viinuies ncksK-xs ledges that Mcekins Joes not leMeh 

"■oiupLUiiriii iottcis enin conmiands u{)on occuncncc oran e\em ~ Instead the i.varniner 

states "it wouid have been obviOus to a person of ordinaf>' skill in the art the tune the 

invention was made to generate a lottery- ticket dispensing command from a controller to 

the ticker [sic] dispensing means of Meekins. . .". 

In response, the applicant notes that 37 C F R §i l04{dX2) states 

When a rejection in an application is based on facts within tbe personal 
knowledge of an employee of the Office, the data shali be as specific as possibte. and 
the reference nuist be supported, when called for b> the applicant^ by the atTidavtt 
of such employee, and such aflulavii shall be subject to contradiction or explanation 
by the affidavits of the applicant and other persons. 

In accordance with this rule. Applicant requests that the Examiner submit an 
affi davit stating that based on his personal knowledge, it is well known to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to generate a lottery ticket dispensing command from a controller of the 
lotterj.' system/electronic gaming device of the present invention to the ticket dispenser of 
Meekins. In the alternative, Applicant requests that the Examiner wididraw this 
rejection. 

The Examiner cites Claim 2 of Meekins (Col. 13, Lines 34-35) as a lottery entry 
means. Specifically, Claim 2 (which depends from Claim 1) recites the system of Claim 
I uhere the video lotter\ tenninal (VLT) comprises a means foi generating a jotteiy 
ticket and a tncans for providing the lottery ticket to the player However, the onK 
reference in the specification of Meekins to a ''ticket" is as follows: 

Thejefofe ffa pla\et shv»i.'J selec" a a^t'I It>;rt.'\ -i.sjnbej, pa\ment is 
maJe to the pldxes \n c\ \ . U b\ "'x cs'-sn--' i;^ -m^ rlwhnient, when a 
pUi>er unis iht- jat..kpot \ ' JvO KH'^c; tctii\i-'al 2. ensus a sjgna! to a 
cassno tluor controHtfr In lesponse, casuio personnt-l \suuld tendei 
pa> nitjDi to the \sinnei In another emboduncnt, video lottery tcnufna! 2(K) 
includes a device for printin g a ticket which indicates that the player has 
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won. th« Jackpot, The player then redeems the ticket at the casino. Co/. ./ /, 
Lines 60-67. 

It is clear that the ticket that is printed by tlie apparatus in Meekins is not a lotteiy 
erjfiT itcket hut instecjd is me$e]y a ticket that indj.<^tes.the^^^ of the UrtteTV .'\s 
piev fousiy stated, this is the only reference to a "'ticket" in Meekins" specification 
Consequently, the terms u^oJ 1". Meck-ijs ■■u t 2 oiieJ In the Fvisnine! can liaxe 
no other reasonable meaning other than the lotteis ticket is onl> an indicator ofa !ottei> 
win and does not constitute a lottery enti>' ticket. Therefore, the rejection fails for at 
least these reasons. 

(fj Meekms ' me of ihe term "Lomry Ticket" is Not a VaUd Prior Art Reference: 
The Examiner has referenced ihe Venn "lottery ticket'' ifi his rejection stating, 
"Further, since Meekins discloses providing a lottery ticket when the computer detects a 
game event (col. 13, lines 28-3 1 and 34-35)..," However, the Examiner is improperly 
citing at least Claim 2 of Meekins which contains the term "lottery ticket" because this 
claim was not part of the original application filed on March 2, 2000 and therefore is not 
entitled to that priority date. Specifically, the tenti "lottery ticket" is absent from the does 
not appear in the application until December 24, 2002 in newly added Claim 82. There 
were no other claims prior to the 12/24/2002 filed claim that used the term "lottery 
ticket". 

The current application claims priority as a continuation-in-part from Serial No. 
OVS U ^17, now U S Pat. No 6,585,58*3 (the "589 Patent), which was filed .AprUn, 
2W I 1 ho ' "^89 Patent relates to a "Lottery Game/Gaming Dex'ice Interface" and 
discloses the use of a l(Mtct\ ticket' e\teusi■^ei^ thiouyiiout its specjfiO.Uioi) fheiefdje, 
rhc piesent mvontions use of a lottery- ticket pre-dates Meekins flisf reference to 1ottcr\ 
ticket" from 12/24/02 Theiefoie, the citation used by the Cxaminer does not qualify as a 
valid prior ait reference and the rejection fails for at least this reason. 
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6. ) New Claum 

Churns "^0-55 has e bt;en aJJcvI So the psesoni apphcation j h«sc claims 
leatc and cloini addiif^na! ieatuics of tlic pie^t•i■l^ in\ t'ution Suppoii for Clanns "^O-SS is 
found on. Page *-K Lmes 2-26, Page 13. Lines 1 1-22, and Page 15. Lines. 5-25 I he New 
Claims also overcome the present rejections for at least the reason discussed previously 
in Section 5. 

7. ) Ccmciuskm: 

In view of the preceding amendments and leinarks, the rejections and objections 
have been ovefcome. Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal of all 
outstanding rejections and an issuance of a Notice of Allowance for all pending claims. 
Please apply any additional fees or credits to Deposit .AiGcount#: .50-0954, Reference #; 
A965S-81022. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

/davidmixo a' 09/04/2007 
David E. Mixon Date 
Reg. No. 43,809 

Bradley Arant Rose & White LLP 
200 Clinton Ave. West, Suite 900 
Huntsviiie, AL 35801-4900 

Telephone: (256) 5 1 7-5 1 00 
Facsimile: (256)517-5200 
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